nro Kichaxti **> Vo»rt«r» u&ptsctoor of 
Cmcral Pervious Adalaistasm'Sies 
WaaMiieton, U 0 Co 23405 



W?2 



ks&r i-s r® Vasrtar # 

^our Xettos* of the sixth provides sn oss^llcmt illustration of id it. 2 cajs^ao the 
oorrospoiuteoee tte Arskdves and ©s tea' teaossc ©s> voliaaiJGoua and i ord<s®a» 3 o 

It la ©till hot poaaihlc 1 for iau to oo«ib all tha files to fitws you pa^ci©*, ^iuatteas Jja 
oa^h aaoc bat X wll~ £ivo you enough ©o that* unlaftn the effort la obatx mated® you 2 aay 0 
Eitould you docdTO 0 l orn the truth wteru Umt Is la quoatteac 

11 0 "*cwg can acnaiet" in roducliy; what I mIIl foe] called ngon to 

^detro^s by ollisainutlno swoh declinations as that with Hid oh you conc lu d e this 

par^prs^^o quoted worse ar© yours® tffaat Is explanation in your paragraph la rsasonablo 
***** provide© tho answer I tew to this soiaent Bought without response® 1 thank you for tha£® 
3 ut w/iat you do mt mvlvms 1 a requosta for identified lodiuidual docusate® I jgsm* you 
aevorjol emuapl<aso fou ss*id you woulu provide ©opioo of the oovetln^ letters with yh ioh 
fchsisfe things the Arddv^ told you they iatd amt m and 1 said they had coto ?h*e© ux* 
tlie docua-iit© noeutly 0011 1 Kith thu al&in tyoy Wad been &mt oilier p a claim I labelled 
falao© I think that la fai ra&au to tl&> r©c@r& y©u should h&TO cjsm it ted »hnt you loarsmi 
to paper® nnd la writing to 1 sav® 

4 ~° "four ffln&ld 1 & accurst© but fad l©qtet@o X ik>.ve 

raised addiUcmal point to which Xher* tea twmi no r©apma © 0 “ 

a) dndi&r the Linas decision, wro the reason** fox withholding 

both txw aud apylioablo^ they jj© longer ©bteino fte wai^sti It® xl^ht to 

wtuihoia ute&r till decision by uno in th© Clark pane 1 report® 

b) ihe agency 01 pirauount Intoroivt? the *>ocret ^orv±co p rul©a ^tiion'd.se find 
^ v * ^ -^ohiv<i» a copy far it to giva ®@ 0 If thero is statutory authority for 
ruliiii; ti» Secret dorelo© cm tXiie I would ap/rociato n oopy or dtattoa of ito Ulth» 
out tills outhorxty 0 and a© X r&ad 5 U.hcUo 552 it is not tiieroc 1 belies© It ia 
improperly witihiold frsss. m q 

q) 'fh© contents of this EdoaorsuidiM haw boon described to iso by the neor^t 
hcsrvice ^nd th^y are not of a uatuzv to j^tU'y thu liitorpnitation lx i*ir® 
letter® hit? is jo^fe a sssdioj&i ill© but a rt:o®Lpt 0 ana it i« a rueetpfc that covers Uj© 
trnnafer of public jux>purty and official <^shiteUfi of a p^bHa 0 uf fia Lai prooi^xiia^a 
A^itt woro tills th- can © 9 th® mdloal oontmts haw bo^-n wde public by the iprornfi&mt* 
in the Clark pfmaX r^^porjr and by © -her thus mining tiiat prov Lalon 0 i^urthor* 

Koroo this In a r&nacm iu ooutxiadiotion to the e«u*lier reason ^Lvcn m for wtf uaia^ 
ae this M rocdpto that it mn a ®prxvat© N paper entrusted into t-v-; b^pin^ of 
thtt Arciilvo® for &&f©ty 0 

d) X'ho opeiunf> of hr® dohm»n , n letter ia iia}xrt?ciB@o The declaim wa;j n©t a 
refusal 4 t t© saaka availablo^ but a refusal to forulrd what bsd benn aids amilabl © 0 
ai^i 1 hud boon told by the iicorot borvioo® I thin}: urn 1©®1 distinction Is toortaat 
thu factual diotiactlon 1 © ovhloua* 

^ ©} hwn in til*\ ®mc o In wldch it ia writt©^ ths panultdxiatt* |>a.?aOTmfe of 

9 bnsou v ft let tor faila to adiirsas wliat Is controlling ‘and is not subject to bureaucrat*/ 
®*©ia 2 iticso jss&ico© 220 to th: oojxtroiixn^ cornet dociaiozifi® x tew (sited on©o 



**«- ^rit to t^ 

"iavasdaa of privacy", os tJww is not and £ tfJ> “! 

tsmt taa alrandy been v&olatau by th, governmnt by a-'tlt 1“* * w * 1 P t * 

ej£OSSsd ® tt» m^rs^nt of the' ooutrulSg deci^S ^ ^ 

fi) iSwa if all the claim me® b<m\w^. w , J*?. 1 £ * HajJ * JSfes «s®o 

rendered void by tl«. grunting of *.rv.^ to the nrt h ? i>£)iie2 - bl ®f t:J ®y now bom 
““J* iotaootiooa publicity ioaamteo by ;*. jj£ J^SSr* , ”" ij,t “““ “* 

tic entire autwr lulSa J2^^T* “ 1 ““ tl °“ ” '«**«? «4 ,«to 

*" f ““®>^ *“““. 1 Ole U4. «. « «« uppaai r« . copy *■ uaj , 

. 3. w -„!*> ^dvo - daw not h ^ «., -. . ' 

Karshan i quoted* fbore are t,.o relevant 1,. te »r ‘ ^T®. , Uli lal '^ r **«“ **. 

and h* has bo tk aaditioaaliy because ti*.y are ®aidW. ^ ^ thfc *«Jtaivi®t 
motion 256 9-70« ^ to Ey wos.plaiat in Civil 

According to tto Attorney Gerioral • s to^r&mniim h,, ft n^ <w> » 

Of tiuj agency to w,ioh 1 mke *p obligation undo; the 3* , is that 

or S4\ya it cannot comply with the request it 1 1 ai£ite ^i^ioatiaa cannot 

r 3ti “ - p-t or S" ^ ia 

^ uy they “*« required to ban* been tnimsfai^^rBuaiit to'th ot " ut,tic ® 0 

orci®r 0 if this ms not g^m t>*» ?»..!<• » „ ^ “““ orTe<1 perouant to the ap, Licabl® ©xooutiTO 

isposi aoo It is a technical lnnoaaibilitv “?* G °^ 3 ths . iasi i^poo© your obligation 

I We pain for «» ££ J 8 111 «* ^ 

opinion of the coapotent ptotograahor wj« taadt~+h ~ ttaa U m yuu 06111 &mi - ^ 

^ Ptotograp&sro i'hs n«t effect^ to deny m ^ or yyUr °« 

pro^ly doaoribed aa you do 0 *th# axiguS^j m noLuve®” ^ “* 

mdor wJiioh tiaay ware mao for ttao «2Si UouKla^. * “ °° i>y 01 «* Aaoctt-wi 

If thia is not no, d« a for ao, 1 ^ that this be reanrdad an ny U p.»ml 0 

to 2 <$ nto TOs plcouo® include d^ox^tiou to ^ tey «r. ihnto har^toll.) 

ixfoM S 1 ^^n^r a l L ' ^ f ^ T 8 S ?^ l0U ^ Eisingomod ; nd inooeplotoly 

l 968 ^ ^Ptive. I an oatiufjd tto C,oc P £T^H- “ ° f 300 

i m also aattofied 'tnat to did not aai-e tia- .-r b f “ iutcucua by ^r # iiakser 0 

but With regard feo all, I db not belief ^. 0 “f eep ! iao * 

soparato quoations wiiore I think ra»re teutu n u a C r« ^ s P^^lW.e= I h * lW ' wlsoa two 
voodiuons. which not «SeoTto Z " ti l , One io the alleged 

to deny m a oo^jy of tills ooatraote tiiTv^^ *■ ^P®® 0i tine 0 Ii tliay could bs invoked 

Meat ma taken 2 wwr otto^TSh^? T ®P^oabl« or ovory position th, ^vex-tv 

io duiiyiu.; tiw riret op iioobb ae loaot aaLli SaT* ^ la vioL, - ; ^ :l of recoioUoao 

» — uo . ^ ^ s» irsLTS^as 




evm il for the sake of argument ho ascept the vorciaa yoa giv*i 0 tho law is aaevjuivocel in 
requiring Ksfimtalo as the httomsy Comirffll 0 s heuoraadum say®. She Archives la without 
tao right or sutterity to dotsosaimti what it coasiuer® "appropriate". deferral by it is 
aanoatory. In asntioipatLaa of what may bo ©no response, I quote you thi.. additional wording* 
oiiort ishouln bs sad® to avoid enousbsriEg the applicant 'u path with aro oouum L 
otetaclaa when thas® coecuttally internal Uovuxisaont problem® arise." She Olives lose of 

Ii ^ 23£> WW,Ch 13 itS ®^ ieBatlcmo mi internal matter. and, I inter- 

pr®t this laagMagc to place upon tto u-uhivue ti* reepamibility for correcting Its own 
mistakes «a f» a the reoar .s it keeps refer each requaat for tlssjt public: inf oxidation it 
claim not to have or to replace ite om Biasing files and Hbpplyoopioa from tfcsab 

If this io not done, trial this letter i® ty appeal. 

k° -b >i8BttibiSA28^ a8fiJdtt ^ a tjenoral etateassit, wtot you say £© responsive. how vor 
varying, reasons kow t-dvea for refusing ay specific requests for apocifio img®s 0 So t I imm 
your explanation doe® not respond, for theoso specific raqu@®t® are tlm Kiaureite'froH 
any ro-omit dOToloparsitc in tha of to law." also, Varying reason for given 

different applicants. I aak for a i?3d4®m of tha apedx’io refusals separata fron assy nsw 

interprotettofflo ^ 

Store resaiao between us a question you maid yoy. woula addrus.. when you p hoaad raoo 
i«hat is tho question of truthfiiOjsesso I rooogniae it Id possible for <u:y if uo with the boot 
of intentions t® aak© a feistak®. I have rooeafcXy learned that I umdfc ano, ana t)«s mart tins 
1 Me the person involved in tto Arcliveu, I will eutand sy personal fipoligy. la thin long 
correspimauncoo 1 ea uswara of but thia single Bisteke uy ssa. l*hi,a is an important quemtiaa 
j cause 4 . prise ny integrity 0 It is inportnnt to you no cause you rosily arc dcpiaituat trncm 
tto infomation you are given. kvm if you die not hove a aultiteds of outer duti@a, an I 

you 45,00 ^° u c “ unot possibly Iiavu say parsonsl knowledge of such aittsrs. On® of to® 
obvious ctoisouMacoa of your being given false, incomplete or inadequate jif creation ia your 
oniduk; n wrong decision, which can then bo followed by erna by isr 0 -ohusoi* -hioh can them 
bo fol lowed by ayKdless lititjatUfto *hia feappeaodo -1 have gpsm to the; vory awaent of 
iioarito; anu then been givea tdimt baa teen improperly vdthiteld from ae 0 fh: eounaoua coot 
to tiw govojoiaasit ulon® uiwulu bw of concern within the govo mount, as cto tula ths waato 
of their tia® Tssy ti»ae for whss it is wasted. Aside from this, there ronarns tha question 
ox t!u.- law atm tiio obligatLoa of svoryoac in tha pstvernsient to adhere to t. to utidar 
the law 0 each things abusive ani noedlosnly costly, in oy oasa alao AurngUiec, to tho 
applicant. bo 0 I hope that at acww puSnt we will ojnfront thia question ana reoalv© it. 

■ iou "bnoonplioatad." roquoots are usually ii23od within five ,L«y® of receipt of 

tea request by the proper branch, fodny i.-, tho «dghth day after a simple : '©quest 1 tui do by 
phone 0 for records filed uiKler case particular hsjm. I aa not Baaing a hit; deal out of it, 
and *. recognise that ouch tilings a® woris-pr.-anurosi, iiinasa or leaves can account for it Q 
me paint I ob asking is feiu.t tixLm just with ly roqusstso 






rkurolci, 



